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NOTE AND COMMENT 



A Call to Lawyers. — The following letter, which explains itself, has been 
received from the secretary of the special committee for war service of the 
American Bar Association. 

"Editor, Michigan Law Review, 

Law School, University of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
Dear Sir: 

The American Bar Association has appointed a Special Committee for 
War Service, whose function is to supply the right lawyers to any Department 
of the Government in need of men with legal training. This activity has the 
sanction and cordial approval of President Wilson and his Cabinet, who have 
suggested that it be carried on in cooperation with the U. S. Public Service 
Reserve of the Department of Labor. 

The Special Committee consisting of John Lowell, Chairman, and Law- 
rence G. Brooks, Secretary, is now established in Washington at 1712 Eye 
Street, where it is engaged in making a survey of the several Government 
Departments and Bureaus to ascertain the kind of work at present being done 
by lawyers, the number of additional lawyers now needed, and the extent of 
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the probable future demand for members of the legal profession. The Com- 
mittee, on the other hand, is canvassing the situation through the many 
channels open to the American Bar Association, to discover what lawyers 
of ability are available for the Government. 

The survey so far made shows that lawyers are wanted by the Govern- 
ment in a variety of capacities, both legal and executive, volunteer and com- 
pensated, to work in Washington and elsewhere, — that the Association, in 
short, has a splendid opportunity for National Service. The Special Com- 
mittee is now preparing as rapidly as possible to perform this service, and 
expects soon to be in a position promptly and capably to answer the call of 
any Department for men with legal experience. 

The Committee asks that all lawyers willing and able to serve the Gov- 
ernment at this time send their names to the American Bar Association at 
1712 Eye Street, Washington, D. C, with a brief statement of their training 
and qualifications and the conditions under which they are able to serve. 

Very truly yours, 

Lawrence G. Brooks, 
Secretary Special Committee for War Service." 

Effect of Chance of Law upon Obligation to Pay Rent.— In McCul- 
lough Realty Co. v. Laemmle Film Service, (Nov. 16, 1917), 165 N. W. 33, 
the supreme court of Iowa had occasion to pass upon a question which has 
become increasingly frequent with the spread of prohibition laws, namely, 
the effect upon the obligation of a tenant to pay rent, of a subsequent law 
that makes it unlawful for him to use the premises for the purpose for which 
he leased them. The case before the Iowa court was not one arising out of 
a lease of premises for saloon purposes, but the question involved was pre- 
cisely the same, and the saloon cases were relied upon for the decision. The 
action was for rent upon a written lease containing the following clause: 
"Said premises are leased for Film Exchange and film and theatre supplies 
purposes only and are not to be used for any unlawful or offensive purposes 
whatever." The defendant contended that by reason of a city ordinance, 
passed after the demise, providing that it should be unlawful to store, handle, 
etc. any inflammable motion picture films in buildings which are not fire- 
proof, it had become impossible to use the premises for the purposes for 
which they were leased. The lessee had vacated the premises. It appeared 
that the handling of films was 99 per-cent of the business of a film exchange, 
and that it was wholly impracticable to keep the films at one place and have 
the office at another. Being of opinion that "the entire beneficial use of the 
leased premises was prevented by the ordinance", the court held the defend- 
ant freed of the obligation to pay rent. 

Where a lease contains a clause permitting the premises to be used for 
saloon purposes and the premises are in fact so used, a subsequent change 
in the law making it unlawful to operate a saloon does not affect the tenant's 
rent liability. Hayton v. Seattle Brewing and Malting Co., (1911), 66 Wash. 
248, 37 L. R. A. (N. S.) 432; Hyatt v. Grand Rapids Brewing Co., (1912), 
168 Mich. 360. But where the lease restricted the use of the premises to such 



